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Art Unit: 3682 

The reply filed on 5-17-05 is not fully responsive to the prior Office Action 
because: the applicant knew or should have known that his "opinion" that all 18 claims 
that he drafted read on the elected species was not a bona bide response to the 
requirement that he list the claims readable on the elected species. There are 5 
different species. Independent claim 17, for example, clearly and obviously does not 
read on the elected species. What is required is not a cursory "opinion" that all claims 
read on the one out of 5 embodiments applicant took the trouble to disclose, but rather 
a statement of readability from the applicant who himself drafted the claims to the 
various embodiments in full knowledge of which claims related to which embodiment. 
Since the period for reply set forth in the prior Office action has expired, this application 
will become abandoned unless applicant corrects the deficiency and obtains an 
extension of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1 .136(a) and the appropriate 
extension fee have been filed is the date for purposes of determining the period of 
extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. In no case may an applicant reply 
outside the SIX (6) MpNTH statutory period or obtain an extension for more than FIVE 
(5) MONTHS beyond the date for reply set forth in an Office action. A fully responsive 
reply must be timely filed to avoid abandonment of this application. 




LenandA. Footland 
Primary Examiner 



